
Vol. XIII. No. i. January 15, 1916

THE

PSYCHOLOGICAL BULLETIN

GENERAL REVIEWS AND SUMMARIES

HISTORICAL CONTRIBUTIONS

BY WOODBRIDGE RILEY

Vassar College

Klemm's History (5) is the most important contribution of the
year. It is different from previous histories of psychology. Un-
like Baldwin it does not confine itself to the genetic development
of the theories of mind; unlike Volkmann or Janet and Seailles
it is not a mere compilation of historical references, but presup-
poses the sources. In general the book is a critical and topical
study of the concepts and theories of psychology under a system
of multiple entry. Each item is distributed among different per-
sons and a final historical accounting presented. Thus the author
casts up the accounts, from ancient to modern times, of theories
of vision and audition, of feeling and volition. This summarizing
occurs in the third and last part, the second being taken up
with the development of the fundamental concepts of psychology,
the first with general tendencies, especially in relation to meta-
physics. The latter relation is one largely neglected in histories
of the subject, but Klemm does full justice to the metaphysical
framework supporting psychological theories. Thus dualism in
psychology is traced from Plato to Descartes, and monism from
the atomistic materialism of Democritus to the equative materialism
of Moleschott, and from the spiritualistic elements in Anaxagoras
to Herbart's mechanics of ideas. The chapter on descriptive
psychology is not so valuable as that in Dessoir, but explanatory
psychology is fully analyzed under concepts ranging from associa-
tion to evolution. Particularly valuable is the account of psy-
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chology as a science, from the older and useless conceptual formulas
to the modern differentiation of physical and psychical phenomena
as based on exact experimentation.

Much space is given to psychical measurement, but dispro-
portionate praise to the Germans. Thus forty references are given
to Fechner, and not one to Cattell. The same disproportion ob-
tains under theories of sensation, forty-one references being given
to Wundt, two to James, and none to Bergson.

Such omissions in Klemm are made up by Kallen (4) in his
study of the contrasting theories of James and Bergson, the former
being presented as an upholder of pragmatic methods, the latter
as the defender of intuitionism. Kallen does well in deriving James'
philosophy of practicality from the Principles of Psychology. He
might have substantiated his claim as to his master's originality by
giving the original sources in the Journal of Speculative Philosophy
of 1874.

For the sources of Bergson's thinking, we have the first authentic
account given by Ruhe and Paul (10), two Swedes, who devote an
interesting chapter to the life and personality of the author of
Creative Evolution. Thus Bergson's studies in Lucretius and Aris-
totle, in Malebranche and Spinoza, have led to his work on Matter
and Memory, and to his less known notes on the psychological
origin of our belief in the law of causality, and to contributions to
psycho-physical parallelism. There is little to show, as Kallen
implies, that Bergson was under the dominance of transcendental-
ism. A correction might be made by Ruhe and Paul regarding the
bibliography of Bergson's writings, presented to him at his Columbia
lectures in 1913, for it was chiefly compiled by Wendell T. Bush.

A fault of Kallen's work is a too sharp contrast drawn between
Bergson as intuitionist, and James as pragmatist. This might be
toned down by referring to the scholarly history of Thilly (12)
who does not consider Bergson's system as transcendental, but,
along with that of James, as a reaction against rationalism and
idealism. What Kallen hinted at is carried out by Knox (6) of
Oxford when he shows that those very philosophical contentions of
James which have been denounced as "most revolutionary" are
actually contained and technically justified in the Principles of
Psychology. So Knox seeks to present the continued unity between
the Principles of 1891 and the Essays in Radical Empiricism of
1912. This is, indeed, a welcome vindication against the shallow
charge against pragmatism as being "unscientific" because it
refuses to see in psychology anything but an "iron system of law."
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In marked opposition to all this Western speculation is Mrs.
Rhys Davids's (8) Buddhist Psychology. It requires some mental
gymnastics to abandon that "convenient Greek fiction," the tradi-
tional logic of whole and parts, genus and species, and the effort
seems futile, when the author concludes that her inquiry over some
twenty-three centuries of speculation shows considerable evolution
in the introspective and analytical and critical power of the Indian
mind, and at the same time "an unbroken current of consistently
upheld tradition."

As a supplement to these larger volumes, we can but cite shorter
accounts of scattered works. The aim of Murray's Froebel (7)
is to make the pedagogist an anticipator of modern psychology.
He succeeds in proving that Froebel was not a faculty psychologist,
but does not disprove his being a preformationist. In presenting
Froebel as a pioneer, the book confines its comparisons chiefly to
the English authors, Stout and Ward, to the manifest neglect of
American authors.

Some unedited writings of Leibniz (9) exhibit his attempts to
subsume both the corporeal and spiritual conatus under pre-estab-
lished harmony. Another German noted is Jodl (11), who is de-
scribed as a positivist opponent of idealism, familiar not only
with the literature of the French and Italians, but of "Anglo-
Americans." Next there are some accounts of Chamberlain (3)
as anthropologist and child psychologist, and of Pierce (2) as a
student of auditory and visual space perception. Finally we have
Festschriften on Hall (13) and Cattell (1), but de vivis nil nisi—.
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GENERAL STANDPOINTS; MIND AND BODY

BY WALTER T. MARVIN

Rutgers College

The biologically fundamental problem of the relations between
the chemical-physical processes of the body and the physiological
processes and between these latter and the mental processes con-
tinues to be a prominent subject in the current discussion of the
philosophy of life and mind. In this discussion an important
part is taken by the lectures delivered by Haldane (7) in the physio-
logical laboratory of Guy's Hospital during May, 1914. His
point of view is frankly Hegelian in maintaining that we are closer
to concrete reality in our study of life and mind than in our study
of matter. "The relations of personality, mere organism, and
matter are relations of increasing abstraction from reality." Thus
there is something essentially unreal, because abstract, in the
biochemical study of the living organism. It leaves out the very
object of the physiologist's study, namely life. "If we assume that
the conception of the living organism is the fundamental con-
ception of biology, it is clear that the aim of biology differs entirely
from what it would be if the mechanistic theory were accepted.
All attempts to trace the ultimate mechanism of life must be given
up as meaningless. The aim of biology becomes a very different
one—to trace in increasing detail, and with increasing clearness,
the organic determination which the ground conception postulates.
The bodily processes become nothing but the expression of organic
activity." What is true of life is true throughout the realm of
science: the higher cannot be explained in terms of the lower, the
complex in terms of the simple, the concrete in terms of the abstract.
"As the conception of organism is a higher and more concrete
conception than that of matter and energy, science must ulti-


